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Appomattox Manor-City Point

Intreoduction

Appomattox Manorl is located in Hopewell, Virginia on a
promontory overlooking the confluence of the James and
Appomattox Rivers. The Manor house and several outhuild-
ings are located on the property which is currently

privately owned and includes a total of 15 acres.

Appomattox Manor is the ancestral home of the Eppes Family
and goes back to the days of Colonial America and has
playved an important part in the history of the United
States. A summary of the historically significant story

of Appomattox Manor follows.

First, from June 15, 1864, until March 29, 1865, this
was the site for the Headquarters of the Armies of the
United States. The Headquarters with its Commanding

Officer, the General-in-Chief of the United States Armies,

lReference to Appomattox Manor in this report will

include the manor house, adjacent buildings, gardens, and
curtilage including the shores of the two rivers near the
house. The original name of the property was "Appomattox.”
This was changed to "Appomattox Manor" in the 1930's by the
post office to avoid confusion with Appomattox Court House.
In this report the term "Appomattox Manor" is used to con-
form with modern usage.
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gave the United States for the first time an efficient
modern system of command for waging war. This head-
quarters at Appomattox Manor "was destined to become
historic and to be the scene of the most memorable events

of the war."

Second, Lieutenant General U. S. Grant, General-in-Chief
of the Armies of the United States was quartered at
Appomattox Manor Estate during this period. It was here
that General Grant conducted his campaign against the
principal field army of the Confederacy, General Robert

E. Lee's Army of Northern Virginia.

Third, President Abraham Lincoln for two of the last

three weeks of hig life had his Executive Office at Head-
gquarters, Armies of the United States. Lincoln visited
Grant's Headquarters in June, 1864, and from March 24,

to April 8, 1865. Living on board the Rivesn Queen,

Lincoln came to Appomattox Manor to be "nearer to the end
of General Grant's present movement." The last telegram
of military importance to be sent by President Lincoln was
sent from here on April 7, 1865: "General Sheridan says,
'if the thing is pressed, I think that Lee will surrender.'

Let the thing be pressed. A. Lincoln."

iv



Fourth, the greatest logistical operation of the Civil

War was commanded from, and conducted on the waters and
shore adjacent to Appomattox Manor. The Chief Quarter-
master of Grant's staff was responsible for all logistical
operations and the Armies of the Potomac and the James.
From June, 1864, to May, 1865 his headquarters was in the

Manor House.

On an average day there were forty steamboats, seventy-
five sailing vessels, and one hundred barges tied up along
the mile-long waterfront. Army hospitals to accommodate
10,000 casualties were built along the bluff from City

Point to the present Hopewell Yacht Club.

Fifth, Appomattox Manor probably is the oldest English
Colonial Land Grant in the United States to continue in
the same family. Appomattox Manor is part of an original
grant by Charles I to Captain Francis Eppes in 1635 and
has had continuous ownership in the Eppes family for 340

years.

Appomattox Manor has an important story to tell the modern

visitor. Many of the important events of American History



occurred either directly on or nearby the property. The
first chapter of this report will detail the early history

of the site and its association with the Eppes family.

vi



N B SN AN NN N EE AN NE N B NN B NE B T DS e E.
J/

APPOMATTOX

LOCATION

R4
P p
WQW,

Mg

é§q

IGURE 1

rocation Map for Appomattox Manor.

Report on Appomattox Mancr, §opewell,
virginia, National Park Service, 1962.

OURCE:

vii

MANOR

MAP

APPOMATTOX
MAKROR




FIE2CS

sToury Xxo033lewoddy yo dey Yoilsys
Fynoid

F

1

100 200 »00 1=
T 1 T 3
BCHLE [IX FaeT

Trouby Xojjewoddy uo zio0day

‘TToMadOl
rTTemadol

A
bx

S
£
[ M X \PO

SKETCH  MAP
APPOMATTOX MANOR

HOPEWELL, VIRGINIA

-

L PARK SERVICE,  SOUTHEAST  KEGION OCTOBER 15, 1962




Chapter One

The Early History of City Point and the Eppes Family

Following Queen Elizabeth's death in 1603, her successor,
James I, made peace with Spain, thus freeing English man-
power and resources for the colonization of America. In
1606, King James issued charters to two joint-stock com-~
panies to colonize the land that Sir Walter Raleigh had named
Virginia in honor of the Virgin Queen Elizabeth. The more
important of the two Virginia companies, with headquarters
at London, promptly sent out an expedition. This expedition
reached the Chesepeake Bay in April 1607, after a voyage of
four months. The 100 odd settlers proceeded up the James
River and founded the first permanent settlement in the New

World at Jamestown.

Jamestown was not the unanimous choice of the cclonists.

Had Captain Newport, a member of this first expedition had
his way, it would not have bheen selected as the site for the
first settlement. Newport, as commander of a twenty-one man
reconnaissance force, sailed up the James River in search of
a suitable site for the colony. On May 8, he saw City Point
and was impressed with the site. Before Newport could
return to the other colonists with his suggestions, the
decision was made to settle at Jamestown, thus City Point

missed becoming the site of the first permanent English



settlement in the New World by only the narrowest of

margins.l

Newport found the City Point area populated by the Appo-
matuck Indians who were a sub-tribe of the Powhatan Indians
of the Algonguian linguistic stock. The origin of the

name Appomattox is obscure but it might have meant "tobacco

plant country" or “"curving tidal estuary".?2

Newport visited one of the villages of the Appomattuck
Indians near the junction of the James and Appomattox Rivers
during this first trip and was given a reluctant welcome by
the Indians. The light armour, helmets and weapons of the
English were intriguing to the Indians, while Newport was
equally interested in the native's clothing of skins, orna-
mented with bones, shells and teeth, as well as their weapons
which consisted of bows and arrows, hatchets and weighted

clubs.3

lprancis Earle Lutz, The Prince George-Hopewell Story
{The William Bryd Press, Richmond, 1957}, p. 3. Although
the identities of Newport's party is not definitely known,
it did include Captain Percy, eighth son of the Earl of
Northumberland, Jchn Colloson, Robert Jackson, Robert
Tyndall and Matthew Finch.

2gelsie B. Harden, ed,, Illustrated Dictionary of Place

Names~United States and Canada (Van Nostrand Reinhold and
Company, New York, 1976.

3Lutz, p- 10.
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Percy left an account of this first visit to the City Point-
Hopewell area:

The eight of May we discovered
(explored) up the river. We landed in
the countrey of the Apamatica. At our
landing came many stout and able savages
to resist us with their Bows and Arrowes,
in a most warlike manner, with the swords
at their backs beset with sharp stones and
pieces of iron able to cleave a man in
sunder. Amongst the rest, one of the
chiefest standing before them cross legged
with his Arrowes readdie in his Bow, and
taking a pipe of tobacco in the other, with
a bold uttering of his speech, demanding of
us our being there, willing {commanding) us
to bee gone. Wee made signs of peace, which
they perceived in the end, and let us land
in quiteness. 4

Newport wrote of the visit:
The men are straight and lusty, and run
. exceedingly swift and so practised are they
in the arts of stealing that while looking
you in the face they will with their toes
take a chisel, knife or any light thing and
hold it an injury to _have the stolen thing
taken away from the.
The Indians visited by Newport lived simply in wigwams or
houses constructed from saplings and arranged cone-like,
with an opening at the top for smoke and fire to pass.

The frames of these buildings were covered with either bark

or skins, a small opening protected by a flap was used to

41bid., p. 5

31bid.
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provide access. The indians reported that they were com-

fortable even in the coldest of weather.?®

The Appomattuck Indians lived a sedentary life clustered
in agricultural villages. The women tilled the soil and
the men hunted and waged war. Tobacco and maize (Indian
corn) were the two most important Indian crops. Agri-
cultural implements and tools were primitive by the
standards of the English farmers. Land was cleared of
trees by stripping a circle of bark from the base of the
tree. The stumps were left in the ground and the ground
was prepared for planting with the use of the wooden hoe

faced with bone, horn and stone.

In addition to maize and tobacco, beans, peas, pumpkins,
muskmelons, cymblings and gourds were raised. Strawberries,
gooseberries, blackberries, mulburries, chestnuts and

persimmons were gathered from the surrounding forests.?

Although duties concerning the gathering, raising and hunt-
ing of food were carefully divided between the sexes it is

probable that most of the basic caloric intake was provided

61bid.

71pid., p. 6.




by the women of the village who raised the crops and gathered
food from the forest. While hunting and fishing provided
welcome additions to the diet, this source of food supply
was too uncertain for the village to rely on for its food

needs.

On May 22, 1607, Newport returned to the area for a second

visit.8

The arrival of the Englishmen provoked a much friendlier
response among the Appomattuck Indians who stood along the
banks of the river offering food and welcome. The English-
men were the guests of Queen Opusoquoinuske of the Appo-~
mattuck Indians. Her area of authority extended to both
sides of the Appomattox River from the mouth to the falls,
with one village on the Prince George side just below

Petersburg and another near the present Bermuda Hundred.9

Percy reported that the Queen had copper around her neck

and a crown of copper on her head. He further reported that

8The roster for this second visit included Newport,
Smith and Percy, and Captain Gabriel Archer. Others included
John Brooks, Thomas Whooten, Johanas Poole, John Crookdeck,
Benjamin Black, Thomas Turnbridge, Robert Marham, Francis
Nelson, Oliver Brown, Richard Genoway, Thomas Godward,
Charles Clarke, Skinner and Jeremy Deale, and two boys, Stephen
and Daniel.

9Tbid., p. 6.
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"She has long black hair, which hanged loose down her back
to her middle; which only partly was covered with deer skin

and all else naked."10

The total population of the tribe was probable 250 to 300
men, women and children which translated into a military
force of eighty warriors. After a short visit, Newport

again returned to Jamestown.

The first years of the Jamestown colony were not easy.
Hunger, hostile indians, and disease took many lives and,
at one point, the colony was almost abandoned. Much of the
trouble arose because of the faulty organization and
unrealistic aims of the enterprise. Anxious for quick
profits from gold, the settler's were slow to take up the
practice of agriculture necessary to sustain the colony.
This reluctance arose partly from the fact that all of the
original settlers were employees of the company and their
labor was exacted under a military discipline by an auto-
cratic government. This system was changed in 1618 when
the company initiated a new program for the colony and
chose Sir Edwin Sandys (who never came to Virginia) to

execute it. Under this "headright" system a person would

101pia.




receive fifty acres of land for himself and every person

he brought to Virginia. Individuals receiving these

grants were required to build a house and plant a crop
within three years.and to pay an annual quitrent of one
shilling for every fifty acres as long as they remained

in possession of the land. Under this system a person would
receive fifty acres for every individual he transported to
America. The result of this new system was tc greatly

increase the population of Virginia.

As the population of Virginia increased and the years passed
other changes occurred in the organization of the colony that
made life in America more desirable for settlement, These
were the introduction of tobacco cultivation, which gave

the colony a cash crop to pay for its imports, the intro-
duction of Negro servants and later slaves, which provided

a cheap source of labor and the beginning of the first
representative assembly, which provided a liberal atmosphere
in which economic changes could develop. The combination

of these forces combined with a cheap source of fertile

land to insure the success of the colony. All of these
factors were operating by the time Francis Eppes first

arrived in Virginia.




The Eppes Family before
the

time of Dr. Richard Eppes
We are able to trace the ancestors of Francis Eppes far
back into English History. The surname Eppesll is of con-
siderable antiquity. The family originated in Kent County,
England and can be traced back there as far as the year
1272. A Roger Epps is found in English legal papers dating

from that vyear.

Alen Epes (Epse), the greatgrandfather of Francis Eppes was
born in Kent County and died there in 1551. He was a mem-
ber of the English gentry class and, while not rich, was com-

fortable,economically.12

liThe Eppes family name has been spelled several dif-
ferent ways during the history of the family. The common
spelling is Eppes, but Epps, Eps, Epes and Epse are also
known. Francis Eppes and his descendants used the spelling
Eppes. For reasons of clarity the spelling of Eppes is
used throughout this paper.

12gva Turner Clark, Francis Eppes, His Ancestors and
Descendants, Richard R. Smith, New York, 1942) pp. 5-7.
Mrs. Clark's book is currently the best researched and most
detailed account available concerning the Eppes family in
America. The family has employed a researcher, Mr. Prentice
Price, to revise the history of the Eppes family and to cor-
rect the mistakes of the Clark book. This research had not
yet been completed and what material is available has been
circulated to the family and has not been published.
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The son of Alen Epes was John Epes who was born in Kent

County about the year 1530.

The son of John Epes was also named John. He was born
about 1560 in Kent County and died on November 19, 1627,
and was buried at Ashford, England. He married Thomazine
Banks and had a son named Francis Eppes, who was baptized
on May 15, 1597. We know nothing of the early history of
Francis Eppes except that he was one of eight children

and had at least one and possibly two older brothers.

Because Francis Eppes had older brothers, he had little
chance of inheriting any property from his parents. The
laws of primogeniture and entail gave preference to the
oldest surviving son. The usual fate of younger sons was
to enter the clergy or the army. Francis Eppes chose a
third course and decided to come to America to make his
fame and fortune. The reason for this choice was obvious.
Virginia offered a hope and opportunity that England could
never provide, In Virginia a man could be a landowner and
establish his own line. The risks and hardships of the

voyage were considerable but the lure of cheap land was too



much for Francis Eppes to resist, Still in his early
twenties, Francis Eppes packed his bags and traveled to

America with his wife Marie.13

He traveled to the colony at Jamestown on the ship Hope-
well whose name he was later to give to his plantation

on the south bank of the James River.

Little is known of the life or history of the family dur-
ing these first years in America. It is not until 1625
that we learn that Francis Eppes was a member of the House

of Burgesses where he represented Charles City County.14

John Epes, father of Francis Eppes, died in 1627 and
apparently left his son an inheritance. By the time news
of the death reach America Francis Eppes had risen in
Virginia society and had been appointed to the "Commission

for a monthly Court...in the Upper Parts."15

137he exact date of Francis Eppes arrival in Virginia
is uncertain, but it was probably before 1625 and possibly
as early as 1620 or 1621.

Melark, p. 211

151pig.

10




Sometime after March 1628, Francis Eppes returned to England
with his family to collect his inheritance and to gather a
company of immigrants to come to Virginia so he could
collect their headrights. He was probably in England as

late as September 1630.16

One advantage of taking his family back to England was
that they would all be counted as new immigrants on their
return to Virginia. He could thus collect additional
headrights for his immediate family. There is no record
of Francis Eppes in Virginia records from March 1628, when
he was appointed a Commissioner of Justice in "The Upper
Parts,"until 1631 when he was appointed a commissioner for

the Counties of Charles City and Henrico.17

Francis Eppes undoubtly spent the interval in England put-
ting his affairs in order and organizing his expedition of

immigrants. Also, as a person familiar with conditions in

16Francis Eppes' first two sons, John and Francis,were
born in Virginia and returned to England with their parents
in 1628. The church of St. Olave, Hart Street, London,
records that on September 8, 1630,Thomas,son of Francis Eps
{(Eppes) and his wife Marie, was born. Thomas Epes (Eppes) .,
in a disposition in Virginia given in 1665,gave his age at
35 years,making it reasonable to assume that he is the
Thomas Epes (Eppes) referred to in the church records.

1%1ark, p. 212

11




Virginia,he would have been in demand for consultation by
the Royal Government, which had sc¢ recently taken over

direct control of the colony.

Francis Eppes returned to Virginia in 1631, and on August
26, 1635, he obtained 1,700 acres of land by royal patent
in the County of Charles, lying east upon Bavly's Creek,
west upon Coscns {(Cawscons) Creek, by the Appomattox River,
and north upon the main river. He received 50 acres for
his personal adventure, and 650 for the transportation of
three sons and thirty servants whose transportation he

paid for.18

Since the total patent was for 1,700 acres and Francis Eppes

had headrights for 700 acres, we must ask why did he receive

18"Culpeper's Report on Virginia in 1683", The Virginia
Magazine of History and Biography, Jan. 18%6, 111, No. 3,
p. 281. A complete listing to the headrights is as follows:

Head rights: Captain Francis Epes,
Fr. Epes, Thomas Epes, Jon. Long, Jon. Baker,
Thos. Warden, Jon. Joyce. Tho. Foanes, Tho.
Cropp, Richard Stayte, Richard Heautt,
George Addams, Sarah Hickmore, Thos. Patti-
son, Anthony Box, Jonathan Ellison, Barth
Swinborne. Silvester aAtkins, Robert Fos-
sett, Ju. Rowland, Ann Turner, George Archer,
Hugh James, Jon. Nowell, Bashaw, Juliana.
Andrea. Magdelina, Sersent, Negar Rich.
Litchfield, Edward Ames, Susan Mills, James
Long.

12



a thousand extra acres of land? The patent is silent on
this subject and simply states that he was granted 1,700
acres of land for himself, his three sons and thirty
servants. Two possible conclusions are that he brought
over other indentured servants prior to his return to
Virginia in 1631, or that the extra land was a gift from
the crown for services rendered either in London or in
Virginia. He might also have purchased the land from the
money he received from his father's estate. Mrs. Elise
Eppes Cutchins, a direct descendant of Francis Eppes,
stated her belief that the 1,000 acres of land was given to
Francis Eppes as additional headrights for people he brought

to America.19

Another intriquing question is why did Francis Eppes wait
s0 long to claim his headrights. He arrived in Virginia
probably fifteen years before he patented his land at City
Point. Certainly, he could have claimed land at that time.
The headright system was initated in 1618 by Sir Edwin

Sandys and was almost certainly in force when Francis Eppes

19see the transcript of the conversation between Dr.
Harry Butowsky and Mrs. Elise Eppes Cutchins on November 30,
1977, located in the files of the Petersburg National Battle~
field Park, Petersburg, Virginia. Even if this was the case
it would not explain the fact that no additional names are
mentioned in the patent to justify the extra 1,000 acres.

13
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arrived in Virginia. Since there is no record of Francis
Eppes claiming land before 1635 and his grant in 1635 was
larger by 1,000 acres than it should have been considering
the number of people he brought to America in 1631, we must
assume that he was saving his headrights before 1631, or
saving his money to put in all of his claim at one time.
He was certainly influential in the political life of the
colony, which can be assumed from his membership in the House

of Burgesses.

He was a young man and was probably not ready vet to settle
down and establish a farm. The death of his father in
England in 1627 and his inheritance gave him the opportunity
he needed to translate his limited capital in England into
usable land in Virginia. By paying the passage for thirty
servants, he could claim land in Virginia and the labor
necessary to operate a large farm. Still, even after he
returned to the colony in 1631, he waited four years before
claiming his land. By 1631 he was the father of a growing
family and a man of some importance in Virginia. The

reason for the wait to claim his land is not known and unless
new documentation is found, will probably never be known.
Francis Eppes lert no diary of his life, and what we know

about him comes from a few church records, land patent

14




records, and family tradition. These sources do not clear

away the mystery.

Little is known of the reminder of the 1life of Francis
Eppes except that he represented Charles City in the House
of Burgesses in January 1639, and was elected a member of

the Council on April 30, 1652.20

Francis Eppes died on October 4, 1668 and left three
children, John, Francis and Thomas. John Eppes inherited
his father's lands,and it is not known what inheritance

was left to the two younger sons.

Little is known of the life of John Eppes except that he
was a large landowner and a member of the militia of
Charles City County. John Eppes and his younger brother
Francis were undoubtly involved in the defense of the

Virginia Colony from Indian raids during this period.

In 1679 or 1680, John Eppes died and passed the title to
the family lands to his son John Eppes, who was born in

1648. We know this because John Eppes gave a power of

20Culpeper's report, p. 281.

15
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attorney to Elias Osborne to transact any business in

Surrey County in connection with his father's estate.zl

Just as in the case of his father and grandfather, John
Eppes lived the life of a progperous Virginia landowner.
The rent roll of 1704 shows him the owner of 500 acres
in Charles City County, and of 300 acres in Prince George
County. In 1712, an additional tract of 400 acres was
surveyed for him on the Butterwood Swamp.22 John Eppes
alsc owned the land he had inherited from his father.
Like his father and grandfather he was active in public
affairs and was sheriff of Charles City County in 1707
and a justice in 1714.23 John and his wife, Mary Eppes

had six sons.—-—John, Nathaniel, Thomas, William, Francis,

and Richard.

John Eppes died in 1722 and divided his land between his
sons, John, Nathaniel and Thomas and gave the remaining
portion of his estate to his wife and his six children,

{(which included John, Nathaniel and Thomas). Some time

2lcyark, p. 214
221pid., p. 219
231514,

16




¥

earlier he had also given land to his brothers Francis and

Daniel.24

Mary Eppes, upon her death, gave her land to her sons,
William and Francis Eppes. The Eppes family lands were
thus split up among the six sons and two brothers of John
Eppes. Following the chain of title to the property at
City Point at this point becomes difficult. According to
family tradition, the title to the land at City Point

passed from John Eppes to his fourth son William Eppes.25

William Eppes married Sarah Walpole, the daughter of
Carson Walpole. We know nothing else about him except
that he had four children, Francis, William, Mary and

Sarah Eppes. He died in 1737.

According to family tradition, William Eppes divided his
lands among his children. Mary Eppes, who married a Mr.
Custis, received the City Point 1and526,while Francis

William and Sarah received other property.27

241pid4., p. 219

25Cutchins Transcript, p. 2

26¢cytchins Transcript, p. 2

27prancis Eppes made his home at a plantation of 356
acres on Bland's Swamp, Prince George County, not far from

Bailey's Creek and "High Peak."_ This location would place
him very close to the property left to his sister Mary.

17



Mary Eppes Custis died in childbirth and was followed soon
afterward by her infant daughter. The title to the City
Point property then passed to her uncle, Richard Eppes,

the great-grandson of Francis Eppes. Richard Eppes became
known as the Richard Eppes of Shirley Hundred Island and

City Point.

Richard Eppes married Mary Cocke, daughter of Richard Cocke.
This union produced twoc children—=Elizabeth and Richard.
Richard Eppes, the son of Richard Eppes and Mary Cocke
Eppes, inherited the City Point lands from his father and
built the present Eppes family home, Appomattox Manor,

there in 1763.28

28There is some confusion in the sources concerning
the identity of Richard Eppes. Prentice Price, the gene-
alogist of the Eppes family,and Mrs. Elise Eppes Cutchins
believe he was the son of John Eppes who lived on Shirley
Hundred Island and who died in 1722. This would make him
the great-great grandson of Francis Eppes. Eva Turner
Clark claims that he was the son of Francis Eppes the
brother of Richard Eppes. This wculd alsc make him a
great-great grandson of Francis Eppes. The confusion seems
to be whether he was descended from Richard Eppes, the fifth
son of John Eppes and Mary Poythress Eppes, or from Francis
Eppes, the fourth son of the same couple. Both brothers,
Francis and Richard, had sons whom they named Richard. 1In
any case, it is certain according to Mrs. Clark and Mr.
Cutchins that Richard Eppes owned the land at City Point
and built "Appomattox Manor" there in 1763.

18



Richard Eppes and his wife Christian Robertson lived
quietly on their property at City Point in the vyears
immediately prior to the American Revolution. They were
married in 1770, only a few years after Richard Eppes tore
down the old family home at City Point and built the

present home, which is now known as Appomattox Manor.

According to family tradition the home replaced a previously
existing home that stood on the same site. Independent
evidence would seem to support this belief because the age
and structure of the out-kitchen appears to pre-date the
construction of the house. The kitchen was most likely
built to serve the pre-existing structure. Also, according
to the terms of the headright in 1635, Francis Eppes had to
put a crop in within three years and erect a home on the
1and or he would lose title. Although we have no definite
knowledge of the previous home of the Eppes family at

City Point, we can assume that it occupied the same site as-
Appomattox Manor and it dated from the time of Francis
Eppes. Family tradition supports this view. Our knowledge
of this must remain uncertain because we have no documentation
concerning the original home. In all probability, no such
documentation has survived the passage of years, and we must

rely on family tradition for information in this area.

19
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FIGURE 5

Kitchen Building at Appomattox Manor, view
from northwest.

SOURCE: Photographic file of Henry Magaziner, Historical

Mid-Atlantic Region, National Park Service, Phila., Pa.
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FIGURE & >
Kitchen Building at Appomattox Manor, view from
southwest.

SOURCE: Magaziner Photo File.
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Chimney on North Wall of Kitchen
Building at Appomattox Manor
SOURCE: Magaziner Photo File.
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Chimney and South Wall of Kitchen Building
SOCURCE: Magaziner Photo File
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FIGURE 9
Chimney located on North Wall of
Kitchen Building

SOURCE: Magaziner Photo File.
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10
East Side of Kitchen Building.
SOURCE: Magaziner Photo File.
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The exact date of construction of Appomattox Manor is under
dispute. The secondary sources have variously assigned the
dates 1751, 1752, 1763 and 1768 to the construction of the
home. The best evidence we have for the actual construction
date is a brick which is located in the west chimney in the
center house at Appomattox Manor. The Brick is inscribed
R.E. 1763 and probably stands for Richard Eppes and the

date of actual construction of the house.

FIGURE: 11
Inscribed brick R.E. 1763 located on West
Chimney of Center House of Appomattox Manor.

SOURCE: Magaziner Photo File.

Richard Eppes built a five room house in 1763. On the first
floor were two large rooms—one dining room and another room

that was used as a possible bedroom. On the second floor
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were two large bedrooms and one small bedroom. Richard
Eppes had eight children—Richard, Archibald, Thomas,
Robertson, Elizabeth, Christian, Mary and William. With
ten people living at Appomattox, as the home came to be

29 There is no

called, conditions were soon crowded.
evidence that Richard Eppes ever added to the home or

changed it in any way after its construction.

Perhaps the reason for this was due to the uncertainty of
life in Prince George County as a result of the Revolution-—
ary War. Richard Eppes never served in the army, ncrdid any
of his sons. By 1776 he was forty-one vears of age and too
old for active service. His children were too young for
service. Richard Eppes spent the duration of the war on

his estates at City Point.

The struggle for independence did have its impact on Richard
Eppes' home late in the war. Prince George County received
its baptism of fire on January 4, 1781 when a British fleet

entered the James River and started moving upstream toward

237he home of Richard Eppes was called Appomattox until
1930, when the post office asked that the home be called
Appomattox Manor to avoid confusion with Appomattox Court
House. Since the name Appomattox Manor has come to be
associated with the home, I have used this name in referring
to the home even during this early period.
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Appomattox Manor. This action-was taken by the British

in an effort to capitalize on previous British victories
in Georgia and the Carolinas. By using their superior
naval power, the British were moving up the coast taking
strong points along the way. The British hoped to detach
the southern colonies from the war effort by these actions.
In command of the British invaders was General Benedict
Arnold. Arnold's fleet advanced to Westover where it
anchored and Arnold himself advanced in person with an
army to Richmond, where Thomas Jefferson the governor

decided to evacuate the capital.

During Arnold's absence several British ships advanced up
the Appomattox River, where they destroyed numerous tobacco-
laden vessels and other American property. Only the
arrival of two companies of Colonel John Banister's

militia forced the British to retreat. As the British
ships sailed down the river they received fire from
American guns situated on the bank of the river at City
Point. When the British returned the fire one of the shells
struck Appomattox Manor and the house was set on fire.
Only the efforts of faithful slaves saved the home from

destruction.
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FIGURE 13

Matthey Brady Photograph of Appomattox Manor
taken in 1865 from the northeast side of the
house.

SOURCE: Petersburg National Battlefield, Peters-
burg, Virginia. File #11, Historic
Building File.

According to family tradition the nick in the west chimney
was made by a British cannon ball fired at this time. In
the accompanying Brady photo of Appomattox Manor taken

in 1865, the nick is easily seen. It is possible that,
since the house was fired on during both the Revolutionary
and Civil Wars, the nick in the chimney was taken out dur-
ing the latter conflict. Family tradition is very clear
on the subject and stated that the nick was the result of

the British cannon ball.30

30cutchins Transcript, p. 2; also in Lutz, pp. 88-89.
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The British later returned to City Point on April 24,

1781 and landed troops and marched on Petersburg. The
British were commanded by General William Phillips with
Benedict Arnold as second in command. The British occupied
Petersburg the following day after a stiff encounter with
colonial militia under the command of General Peter
Muhlenburg. Some of the fighting occurred over the

ground that would see bloody action 83 vears later in the
Civil War. On May 10, General Lafayette placed his
artillery on the opposite side of the Appomattox River

and shelled the British in Petersburg. Three days later,
General Phillips, ill with fever, died and was buried in
Blanford cemetery. Lord Cornwallis, moving up from North
Carolina, joined his forces with those of Arnold at
Petersburg on May 20, 1781, and four days later moved
eastward in the direction of Yorktown, where he surrendered

31
and ended the war on October 19, 1781.

There is no evidence that any famous leader of the Revolu-
tionary War ever visited Richard Eppes at Appomattox Manor.

While he was an important landowner in Virginia and a member

1 . .
Lee A, Wallace, Jr. A History of Petersburg National
Military Park,Virginia (unpublished document, 1951) pp. 3-4.
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of one of the oldest families of the state, Richard Eppes
lived the quiet life of the gentleman farmer. He was
interested in his estate and devoted himself to the task
of operating the family plantation. He took little
interest in public life and only served on the committee
of public safety when danger threatened his home. Richard
Eppes had no interest in politics and did not care to run
for office. Richard Eppes passed on the title to the City
Point lands and Appomattox Manor to his son Archibald
Eppes. Richard Eppes had five sons but only Archibald

Eppes survived childhood.

After the death of Archibald Eppes, title to the property
passed to Mary Eppes, the youngest daughter of Richard
Eppes and Christian Robertson Eppes. On January 21, 1821,
Mary Eppes married Benjamin Cocke, a prominent local
businessman from City Point. This changed the family name
from Eppes to Cocke. The house and land was still in the
possession of Mary Eppes but since descent was now passed
through a female line the family name was changed from

Eppes to Cocke.

Benjamin Cocke was a very important businessman at City
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Point. He was active in local affairs and was one of the

32

founders of the City Point Railroad. Of the many children

of this marriage only Richard Eppes Cocke survived infancy.

Benjamin Cocke was a poor manager and he died in debt.
Mary Eppes Cocke had taken no part in the operation of the
family farm and was shocked to learn of the family's

shaky financial condition. She had been relatively well
off at the time of her marriage to Benjamin Cocke and had
never expected to be left in debt. The apparent problem
was the mismanagement of the family farm. Benjamin Cocke
had taken little interest in the farm and it had deteriorated

as a result.

Mary Eppes Cocke took the matter into her own hands and
through the sale of some of the family's slaves was able
to salvage the family feortune. Under her guidance the farm

was soon again returned to a paying basis.

The cost was high. Many of the slaves sold off had been
on the Eppes plantation for many vears. Richard Eppes

Cocke had his mammy scld off the farm and he swore that he

32Lutz, p. 122
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would find her and bring her back. Years later he did find
her in Alabama but she died before he could return her to

Virginia.

Family tensions increased as a result of the money problems
and Mary Eppes Cocke encouraged her son Richard Eppes Cocke
to have his name legally changed to Richard Eppes. He did
this in 1840, thus reestablishing the Eppes name with the
City Point lands. When Richard Eppes inherited the house
and lands from his mother in 1844 the family name was once

again Eppes.
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10.
11.

12.

Chain of Title for City Point Lands

and.

Appomattox Manor

Francis Eppes
John Eppes

John Eppes
William Eppes
Mary Eppes Custis
Richard Eppes
Richard Eppes
Mary Eppes Cocke

Richard Eppes Cocke
(Richard Cocke Eppes in 1840)

Richard Eppes
Richard Eppes

Richard Eppes

32

1668
1678
1722

1737

1768
1792
1844

1896

1922

19727

{son)
(son)
{son)
(daughter)
(uncle}
(son})
(daughter)

{scn)

{son)
{son)

(son)




Dr. Richard Eppes before the Civil War

Dr. Richard Eppes owned and lived on his lands at City Point
in the years immediately prior to the Civil War. Dr. Eppes
kept a daily journal of expenses and information concerning
his farming operations during these yvears. He also recorded
his private thoughts in his journal. This record is still
in existence and provides a detail look at the operation of

, . . 33
the farm and information concerning the Eppes family.

Dr. Eppes was born on May 2, 1824 and was the son of
Beﬁjamin Cocke and Mary Eppes Cocke. After the death cof
his father, Richard Eppes Cocke petitioned the court in
1840 to have his name legally changed from Cocke to Eppes.
He did this at his mother's urging to preserve the Eppes
name and its association with the City Point property.
Mrs. Cocke was distressed with her late husband for his
mismanagement of the family lands and thus felt little

incentive to have her son keep the Cocke name.

Mrs. Cocke had great ambitions for her son and it was due

to her influence that he traveled to Philadelphia to enroll in

33Dr. Eppes' journal and other family papers (receipts,
private letters, pictures) are now located at the Virginia
Historical Society.
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the schocl of medicine at the University of Pennsylvania.
Richard Eppes graduated as a doctor and returned home.
After the death of his mother in 1844, Dr. Eppes assumed
control of the family lands. He never enjoved the practice
of medicine and, as a result, he settled down to the life of

a gentleman farmer and lived on his land.

Dr. Eppes married twice. His first wife was Josephine
Dullas Horner of Philadelphia who died on February 2,
1852 after giving birth to a daughter. This daughter,
named Josephine Horner Eppes, died at the same time. Dr.
Eppes then married Elizabeth Welsh Horner-—the younger
sister of Josephine. From this marriage there were nine
children—Josephine, Mary, Elizabeth, Agnes, Richard,

Emily, Christine, Elizabeth and Alfreda.

Because his family was growing in size, Dr. Eppes found it
necessary to enlarge his home. The house had remained
essentially unchange since it was constructed in 1763 by
the grandfather of Dr. Eppes. From that time to 1840 it
remained a five roof structure with two large bedrooms

and one small bedroom upstairs, and a dining room and a
parlor downstairs. The parlor was used as an additicnal

bedroom when conditions became too crowded.
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Mary Eppes Cocke started the process of enlarging the
house in 1840 when she added the East Wing to the struc-~
ture. This wing consisted of a central hall, with a
library to the left of the front door, and a sitting room
to the right. The second floor contained two medium size
bedrooms and one small bedroom.34 Sometime between 1840
and 1850 the porch on the north side of the house was

enclosed and used as an inside lavatory.

Immediately before his first marriage, Dr. Eppes' future
in~laws visited Appomattox Manor to inspect the home of

the daughter. The Philadelphia Horners lived in very
comfortable circumstances and believed that some improvements
were required before their daughter could be confortable.
They were especially concerned over the lack of adeguate

closet space.

To remedy this situation Dr. Eppes built a large storerocom

on the west side of the house for sugar, china, linen and

347his and all subsequent descriptions of the construc-
tion history of Appomattox Manor were told to the writer
by Mrs. Elise Eppes Cutchins, the granddaughter of Dr. Eppes,
during an interview at her home in Franklin, Virginia on
November 30, 1977. The transcript of this conversation can
be found in the files of the Petersburg National Battlefield
Park.
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other storage. Another bedroom was added to the second
floor above this west section. Some time after this
construction was completed another room wag added to the
west section of the house to contain the large metal bath-
tub Dr. Eppes purchased. The date of this addition is not

known.

After the death of Dr. Eppes in 1896, two subsequent addi-
tions were made to the house. Due to the age and disrepair
of the outside kitchen and the problem of obtaining ade-
quate help, this building was abandoned and an inside
kitchen was added to the west side of the building. 2
bedroom was added above the kitchen. This was done about
1912. 1In 1977 this kitchen was being used by Mrs.

Lawrence as her sitting room. 1In 1916 the porch on the
north side of the house was enclosed and used as an inside
corridor. 1In 1977 this area was used by Mrs.

Schoup as her kitchen.

Dr. Eppes spent the years between his marriage and the out-
break of the Civil War on his family estates. He did not
practice medicine at any time but devoted himself to over-

seeing the operation of his farm.
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The following map depicts the grounds around Appomattox
Manor in the year 1856. The original colonial gardens
were still in existence in that year and stood to the
left of the driveway just south of the home. Very little
is known of this garden since it was completely destroved
during the Civil War. Dr. Eppes was interested in the
gardens, and when he returned from a trip to Europe and
the Holy Land in 1845, he brought back with him the seeds
and cuttings of many exotic plants for use on the grounds
around his home. Included in this planting were a great
variety of trees and shrubs including Acacias, Locusts,
Willows, Magnolias (most likely from England), Elms,

Copper Beech, Spruce, Lindens, 0Oaks and Muillo Cherries.35

After the Civil War Dr. Eppes planted an entirely new
garden located on the east side of the house to replace
the destroyed colonial gardens. Included in this garden

. . 36
are fruit trees, flowers, vegetables, roses and perennials.

For the next few years, until the outbreak of the war, Dr.
Eppes lived on his land and devoted himself to his farm and

his family. He was a capable administrator and his farm

3SEdith Tunis Sale, ed., Historic Gardens of Virginia
(James River Garden Club, Richmond, 1930) pp. 35-36.

361114,
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prospered. According to his journals, Dr. Eppes owned
127 slaves at the outbreak of the Civil War, and was a man

of considerable wealth.
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FIGURE

14

Photograph of 1856 map of Appomattox
Manor and surrounding lands.

SQURCE :

Eppes Family File, Virginia
Historical Society, Richmond,
Virginia.
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FIGURE 15
Detailed view of Appomattox Manor from the 1865 map of the
property.

SOURCE: Eppes Family Files, Virginia Historical Society, Richmond,
Y Virginia.
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The Civil War

Dr. Eppes was not interested in national affairs in the
years ilmmediately prior to the Civil War. He either kept
his opinions to himself or confided only to his close
friends. Dr. Eppes favored the preservation of the union

providing that southern rights could be protected.

He supportedthis position when he cast his vote for John C.
Breckinridge of Kentucky for President in the election of
1860. Breckinridge was the candidate of the Southern Wing
of the split Democratic Party and enjoyed widespread
support in Virginia. On Saturday, November 10, 1860, Dr.
Eppes noted the election of Abraham Lincoln in his journal

and called him the "Black Republican.'37

On Sunday, November 11, Dr. Eppes received a vist from hig
neighbor, Mr. James Proctor, who was an avid secessionist.
Both men discussed the issues of the day in a frank and
friendly manner. ZEppes stated his position clearly when
he told Proctor that he voted for Breckinridge because he
believed in the equality of the states and the protection

of slave property. He was opposedto disunion before the

37Richard Eppes Journal, Virginia Historical Society,
Section 46, 1859-1862, p. 250.

42




-

A e

/"

hY

new Republican Administration had committed any overt 351
2
against the South. He believedthat the South, having

participated in the election of 186(, was honor bound +o

abide by the result. Personally, he was opp0sed to Secesgion

but should Virginia leave the Union, he would support his

native state.38 Richard Eppes was a reluctant rebel.

For the next several weeks,while talk of secession and
possible war rocked the country, Richard Eppes' journal is

silent on the subject of politics.

Events in the country were now moving rapidly as a result
of Lincoln's election. South Carolina paszed an ordinance
of secession on December 20 and by February 4, 1861, six
other states of the lower south-Mississippi, Florida,
Alabama, Georgia, Louisana and Texas-—had left the Union
and organized the Confederate States of America with
Jefferson Davis as President. On that same day an election
was held in Virginia for a convention to meet in Richmond
to decide the future course of the state. Prince George
County elected two men—=Edmund Ruffin, and avid secessionist,
who was well known for his extreme views, and Timothy Rives,

who was just as extreme in his support of the Union.

381pid., p. 251
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Richard Eppes felt that neither man represented his views
at the convention. He was a man of moderate views and
preferred the old Union to the new Confederacy if southern
rights could be protected. He also felt that any decision
taken by the convention must be referred back to the
people for final review. He cast his vote for this point

of view.39

Richard Eppes traveled to Richmond on February 11 and took
advantage of the wvisit to wmeet some of the delegates to

the convention. Many of the members of the convention had
no idea as to what would be the outcome of their delibera-
tions. Only a minority of 40 members of a total of 152 were
in favor of immediate secession. Most of the delegates

told Richard Eppes that they believed it would be many

months before they reached a decision.40

Dr. Eppes returned home after his visit to Richmond to
wait out the course of events., Once home he found that he
could not remain uninvolved. During the previous year he
served as a private in Company "L" of the 3rd Virginia

cavalry. As the possibility of war increased he found more

3%1pid., p. 275

401pia., p. 279
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and more of his time taken up with military activity.
Since many members of the company knew he was a wealthy
man, they prevailed upon him to supply them with the neces-

41

sary equipment. He did this many times and was never

paid back for these expenses by the Confederate government.

The issue of war or peace now came into focus in the harbor
of Charleston, South Carolina. Practically all the federal
forts and other property in the lower South had been

taken over by the seceding states before Lincoln's
inauguration. Of the few posts remaining in federal hands,
the unfinished and ligtly garrisoned Fort Sumter, located
in the entrance to Charleston's harbor, had become the
symbolic flash point between North and South. Sumter

had sufficient supplies to hold out for six weeks, and a
decision concerning its futﬁre could not long be postponed.
When Lincoln informed the authorities in South Carolina
that he was sending a ship to resupply the fort, they, in turn
ordered their general in Charleston to demand the fort's
immediate evacuation and in case of refusal, to bombard it,.

The demand was made and refused and on April 12, the

41Richard Eppes, Letter to Governor J. H, Pierpont of
Virginia, Virginia Historical Society, June 2, 1865.
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Confederate shore batteries opened fire, and the Civil

War began.

Richard Eppes heard the news of the surrender of Fort
Sumter a few day later and signed a petition circulated by
his neighbor, Mr. James Proctor, which demanded that Mr.

Timothy Rives vote for the ordinance of secession.42

Even at this late date Dr. Eppes still stated that he

would prefer the old Union to the new Confederacy, provid-
ing that southern rights could be preserved. Thinking of
the terrible war that might come, he recorded the following
passage: "God grant this war not be of long duration or
dreadful in its effects but to preserve our liberty we

must be prepared to endure trials and afflictions and one
of the greatest is our separation from our numerous

friends and relatives in Philadelphia."43

For the next several days, after the surrender of Fort
Sumter, Dr. Eppes followed political events closely. When
Governor John Letcher of Virginia refused to send troops
to the federal government to suppress the rebellion,

Richard Eppes wrote," Noble old John Letcher, you have

42Eppes Journal, p. 302

431pia, p. 302
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done your duty, God Speed our righteous cause."44

Starting on April 20, Richard Eppes began attending regular
meetings of his cavalry unit. Since his wife was pregnant
at the time,he hoped he could remain home until the birth
of his child. This was not to be the case and on May 20,
he started out to join his unit. A few days later he

found the unit and was mustered into the service of the

Confederate Army as a private.45

Years later,in a letter to Governor Francis Pierpont of
Virginia, Dr. Eppes explained his motives for joining
the Confederate Army. Although he had not favored
secession, he felt honor bound to support Virginia and
stay with his cavalry unit. He had drilled with them
before the war and now that war was a reality he felt he

could not honorabl¥ resign.46

It is interesting to note at this point the obvious
dislike Dr. Eppes showed for his medical training. When

the war came doctors and surgeons were in great demand by

441pig, p. 305.
5
Tbid., p. 315.

46Pierpont Letter, p. 2.
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the military and he could easily have obtained a commission
as a doctor with the Confederate Army. 1Instead, he chose
to serve his country as a private in the cavalry in spite

of his well known dislike of horseback riding.

In addition to serving in the army himself, Richard Eppes
provided additional equipment to members of his unit at
his own persénal expense. He supplied his relatives as
well as his friends. In all,he paid for the eguipment

of sixteen men.47

Just a few days before Dr. Eppes departure for his unit, the
Confederate Army arrived at City Point. On May 3, Captain
H. H. Cocke was given command of the James River and he
sent a company of men to City Point under the command

of a Captain Archer to prepare a defense of the region in
view of the projected Northern attack. Dr. Eppes secured
quarters for the troops with Mr. Moody, the Agent of the
LL Railroad (Lynchburg?) at the new depot. On May 9,

Dr. Eppes sent a gang of slaves to Fort Powhaten to help

with the construction of fortifications.48

471pia., p. 307.

481pig., pp. 312-313.
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Very little is known about the movements of Richard Eppes
for the next several months. He was on active duty and
away from home and was not able to keep up his journal.
No letters written to his family during these months have

been found,and it is possible that they were never written.

On September 2, Dr. Eppes returned home to attend his wife
during her confinement. Most of the entry on that date
details briefly the movements of his unit up to that

time. After the birth of his daughter, Agnes Horner Eppes,

On September 8, he returned to the army.

A few months after the birth of his daughter the peace of
City Point was disturbed by the Civil War. In the Spring
of 1862,the Union Army took over the whole Norfolk area

and the James river was left exposed. In May,a flotilla
of Union ironclads and gunboats moved up the James river
towards Richmond. Along the way they fired a few shells

at City Point and Appomattox Manor . 4?

By May 9, Mrs. Eppes and her children were forced to flee

their home for Petersburg for safety. The raid proved to

4%Lutz, p. 173.
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be transitory in nature but by mid-summer a more serious
threat materalized when General George B. McClellen
occupied City Peint while advancing up the Peninsula

formed by the James and York Rivers. The Petersburg Daily

Express described the scene in the following words.

The River is filled with vesgsels of
every size and description, whose masts
are seen as numerous as trees in a forest
doted here and there with the black smoke
pipes of steamers and steamships. The
shore for miles is thickly covered with
tents which present a grand and attractive
spectacle. Numerous baloons may constantly
be seen over this vast encampment, which but
adds to the interest ¢f the scene, The
music from the bands and the beating of
the drums can be distinctly heard en this
side of the river. Altogether it is a scene
which once witnessed can never be forgotten.50

When the Union army withdrew from the City Point area in the
summer of 1862, the returning citizens found that their
losses were enormous. Damaged fields and homes, stolen
horses and cattle and runaway slaves were common. Edmund
Ruffin, a leading secessionist, became so unpopular with

his neighbors in Prince George County that several of them

threatened to hang him should he ever return to the area.

501pid., p. 167.
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On August 27, during the retreat of the Union Army, three
barges of union soldiers landed at City Point to harass
the area. Confederate pickets fired on the troops and
forced them back. The gunboats in the river shelled City

Point for thirty minutes before withdrawing from the area.51

In May 1863 Dr. Eppes was finally able to make an account-
ing of the damage done to his land and property. He found
that all but twelve of his slaves {from a pre-war total of

127) had disappeared. None of these slaves ever returned

to the property. What damage, if any, that was done toc the

mansion is not known.

Richard Eppes' career as a private in the cavalry lasted

just over one year. On June 13, 1862 he received his

discharge from the Confederate Army and furnished a substi-
tute for the remaining part of his term of service. There
is a second discharce for Dr. Eppes that was issued on
September 10. Apparently sometime after his original
discharge he was drafted into the army again. It is also

possible that the man he furnished to take his place for

his original discharge was not satisfactory and he had to

S1pid., p. 167.
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furnish another substitute. Dr. Eppes was enlisted in the
army and discharged on the same day—September 10. Accord-
ing to family tradition Dr. Eppes was forced to leave the

army due to reasons of poor health.
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Discharge of Dr. Richard Eppes from the Confederate Army on . -
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FIGURE 17
Discharge of Dr. Richard Eppes from the Confederate Army on

September 10, 1862.

SOURCE: Eppes Family Files, Virginia Historical Society, Richmond,
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Richard Eppes was not to remain inactive for long. He was

a gualified physician and the Confederate Army had great

need for such men. He was again enlisted to serve the
Confederate Army as a contract surgeon. He apparently held
this job as a civilian employee of the army,and never at

any time held a commission from the Confederate army,although
he certainly could have obtained one had he so desired. Dr.
Eppes was assigned to Petersburg, and remained there for

the duration of the war.

When the Union army returned to City Point in 1864, the
Eppes Family fled to Petersburg for safety. They endured
the Siege of Petersburg while living in the city. Dr.
Eppes was in charge of the hospital. Since he never
enjoyed the practice of medicine, he found his service as
a physician during these years to be especially difficult.
The death and suffering of the wounded was constant, and

there was little medicine to help.

While Dr. Eppes was working in Petersburg, U. S. Grant

had headquarters on the grounds of higs home at Appomattox
Manor. Grant and his staff lived in tents, and later

cabins erected on Dr. Eppes front lawn. The Army Quarter-
master Corps Telegraph Services occupied the center portion
of the home. The east wing of the house was not usable

due to war damage.
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Dr. Eppes did manage to get his wife and children out of
Petersburg in the Fall of 1864. They passed through the
Union lines and traveled to Philadelphia and lived the
remainder of the war there. While traveling on the river
they saw their home on the high bluff but were not able to
stop. Mrs. Eppes pointed out Appomattox Manor to her
children as the ship passed by, and told them to remember
the house and their home, promising that they would return

after the war.52

Dr. Eppes remained at Petersburg until the end of the war.
When General Lee evacuated Petersburg in 1865,Dr. Eppes
stayed behind to care for the sick and wounded. Soon
after the Union army took Petersburg, a Union doctor
visited Dr. Eppes and offered him all the medical supplies
he needed. Dr. Eppes gratfully accepted the supplies and

remembered the act of kindness.

As soon as order was restored and the sick and wounded were
cared for, Dr. Eppes took the Amnesty Oath required by

President Lincoln. He turned to hisg estate in May 1865

52Cutchins Transcript, p. 4.
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and found it a scene of "perfect desolation; barns, stables,
hay houses, dwellings and fences had,with scarcely an

n53 Ee managed to put in a small

exception,disappeared.
corn crop, but could do no more until he obtained money
for needed repairs and got the Union Army off of his land.
His title to the property was now unclear because of his
former status in the rebellion. He found that he was
included in a class of people exempt f£rom the President's
Amnesty Proclamation. He was too wealthy to qualify since
he was worth more than $20,000 on paper before the war.
Until he could obtain c¢lear title to his land, raise money

and clear himself with the Federal Government,all efforts

to repailr and rebuild his land must remain paralyzed.

Dr. Eppes traveled to Washington seeking help to obtain
amnesty for himself. He also sent a personal letter to

Governcr Pierpont of Virginia on June 24, asking for his

53Pierpont Letter, p. 2

34The Reconstruction Plan of President Johnson was based
on Lincoln's policies. This plan cffered an amnesty to all
formerly in rebellion, with the exception of certain pro-
minent former Confederates in the army and the government.
The plan also excluded Confederates who owned more than
$20,000 worth of property.
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intervention in this case. There is no record of any
answer received from these appeals. Dr. Eppes was forced

to spend the remainder of the year pursuing the goals of

pardon and clear title to his 1and.55

Richard Eppes started his journal again on September 1,
1865;in his first entry he described the condition of his

lands.

On the Hopewell farm adjoining City
Point I can better describe it by saying
it was desolation personfied, a perfect
waste, not a house, fence, timber tree or
scarcely tree of any kind standing, every-
thing destroyed more than 500 acres of
woodland cout down and totally destroyed
300 of it magnificant timbered land.
Along with the buildings all the farming
implements cattle hogs and mules and
horses, absolutely nothing saved from the
wreak. In addition to everything belong-
ing to the farm much of my household
furniture that was stored there was
destroyed. At City Point I found a good
many temporary buildings and wharves
erected on my property, all my old build-
ings standing and my own dwelling house
repaired which had been nearly destroyed
during the McClellan Campaign. The
grounds around my dwelling house were
filled with many 1ittle huts having been
the Headguarters of General Grant during
the campaign around Petersburg, all of

535ee Appendix 1 for copy of Richard Eppes' letter to
Governor Pierpont of Virginia.
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shrubbery fruit trees and garden had been

nearly destroyed and that along the river

banks also much injured though most of

the large shade ornamental trees were

still standing. 56
During the summer of 1865,Dr. Eppes visited his wife in
Philadelphia and was able to borrow several thousand
dollars from her family. With the money he could fix
his home and restore his farm. On his return to Virginia,
he purchased some surplus rules and horses at Richmond,
and hired his cousin,Mr. H. L. Cocke to take charge of
his Bermuda Farm. There were rumors that the Freedman's
Bureau was going to occupy his land at the Bermuda Farm,

and he was most anxious to take possession and start

working his land again.

On October 3, 1865, he received a letter from the Assistant
Commissioner for the State of Virginia, restoring to him

his land at City Point.57

Richard Eppes was still uneasy because he could not evict

the many people who were living on his property, {(these

56Eppes Journal 1865-1867, p. 2.

57see Appendix II for letter from Assistant Commissioner,
State of Virginia.
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people were living in the cabins on the grounds), and also
within his house. He also could not touch or remove the
cabins, wharves and stables that the army had erected.
These buildings were all government property. Dr. Eppes
had to use part of the money he borrowed from his wife's
relatives in Philadelphia to purchase this surplus
government property. Only then could be begin to dismantle

it.

On November 6, 1865, he wrote a letter to Major General

John Gibbon and asked that this property be evacuated. He

cited persconal finances and a need to get his family together

again at his ancestral home as the main reasons for the
return cf the property. Only when he had his land returned

could he again support himself.58

This appeal was rejected by Gibbon because General Grant's
order of May 8, 1865 specified that City Point was reserved
for military purposes. The order was still in force.
Richard Eppes did manage to receive a record of the pecople
who were living at his home and the rent they were paying

tc the government.59

58See Appendix III for letter to Gibbon.

59gee Appendix IV for copy of letter listing people
living at Appomattox Manor.
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Dr. Eppes traveled to Philadelphia in November 1865 to
visit his wife and to wait for the government to vacate

his house and land.

On December 26, 1865, the Army finally left City Point. The
Eppes property was turned over to Dr. Eppes' cousin Mr. H.

L. Cocke,who took charge of it in Dr. Eppes' absence.

When Dr. Eppes heard the good news he immediately returned

to City Point and took possession of his home and set up

his living guarters in the parlor

A guick inspection of his property revealed an active
company ©f mixed colored and white harlots doing business
just a few feet from Appomattox Manor. This operation

had apparently been tolerated by the pervious occupants of
the property. Dr. Eppes immediately evicted them and

all other tenants from his property.60

The "ladies" were not to be so easily driven off. They
returned on December 31, 1865 and shot up Appomattox Manor.
Three of the five persons involved in the attack were

reported to the authorities but nothing ever came of 16,64

6OEppes Journal, p. 24.

6l1bid., p. 26.
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On January 4, 1866,Dr. Eppes came to an understanding with
the government,wherein he agreed to purchase all the

surplus government property on his land. The total cost
for this property was $641.50, for which he received more

than fair value.G2 He considered it to be a very favorable

transaction.

Most of the cabins on the grounds were torn down but a few
were left standing and rented out to negroes who worked as

hired hands for Dr. Eppes.

One cabin was missing from the property. This was General
Grant's cabin, Grant donated his cabin to George H. Stuart,
then President of the Sanitary Commission. Mr. Stuart removed
it to Philadelphia where he set it up in Fairmount park in

August 1865.

Dr. Eppes was still not in sole possession of his property.
Many soldiers were in the area and they came and went to
City Point at will. The 58th Pennsylvania proved to be an

especially disorderly group and Dr. Eppes described them

as an armed mob.63

621pid.

631pid, p. 20.
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At the end of January 1866 Dr. Eppes was summoned to
appear before Brevet Brigader General Hill at the head-
quarters of the 11th Maine to answer questions about
government property. Dr. Eppes had already paid for the
government property on his land, but General Hill still
demanded the keys to one of the cabins on his grounds.
In his journal Dr. Eppes stated that "Hill....demanded
the key in the most insolent manner and threatened that
if I did not give it up he would turn his soldiers loose

upon my property and let them destroy it at their pleasure
w64

* *

Dr. Eppes gave up the key and left for Petersburg, fearing
that he could not control his temper. By February 3, 1866
the 11th Maine and Hill were ordered to leave City Point
and Eppes returned home. On February 11, 1866, Dr. Eppes
received final and clear title to his property from the

Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen and Abandoned Lands.65

On Marh 24, 1866,Dr. Eppes made the following entry in his

journal.
Today March 24, 1866 will be a day
ever memorable in the Calender of our family:
641pid.
65

See Appendix V.
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It has been marked by a return of the
family of their old home at City Point
after an absence of three vears ten

and a half months, having been driven
from home on May 9, 1862 by the approach
of the enemy gunboats up James river
accompaning the advance of the Army of
General McClellan up the Peninsulas and
returned today March 24, 1866. My wife
with George Bolling our former house
servant superintended the move from
Petersburg to City Point. I myself

was a silent spectator at the request
of my wife who preferred to have the
entire management to which I agreed
most cheerfully.b6

Dr. Eppes had to spend about $3,000 to repair Appomattox
Manor. He paid for the repairs by using the money he had
borrowed from his wife's relatives in Philadelphia, and

considered that to be a debt of honor and with this help

he was soon able to return Appomattox Manor and his lands

to a semblance of thelr former condition.

Eventually, all the cabins on the grounds were removed
except one, which was used as a school house. This too
was eventually removed in 1916 to stem the tide of tour-
ists who wanted to see the cabin and the site of Grant's

headguarters during the siege of Petersburg. The only

661114, p. 67.
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FIGURE 18
view of the Civil War Cabin left standing on grounds of Appomattox

Manor taken in 1888. This picture is in error in calling this build-
"ocyants Office." Grant's cabin was taken down in 1865 and sent to
Philadelphia as a present to George H. Stuart, President of the
Sanitary Commission, who erected it in Fairmount Park in Philadelphia.
This cabin probably belonged to Brig. Gen. John R. Rawlins, who served
as Grant's Chief of Staff.

Source: Eppes Family Photo File, Virgipnia Historical Society, Richmond

Virginia.
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visible remains left today of the Civil War occupation of
the grounds and house are a pile of bricks left from one
of the cabin chimneys and cuts in the window sill in the
dining room of Appomattox Manor where Grant's telegraph

service wires ran into the house.

Some o0ld Confederate earthworks located on the east side

of the house can also be seen.
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Chapter IT
U. . Grant and the Establishment of City Point

After the firing on Fort Sumter a spirit of martial ardor
swept over both North and South. Northerners expected a
short and easy war, while Southerners seemed oblivious to
the overwhelming supericrity in human and material
resources against which they would have to contend. The
five and one-half million free people of the eleven Con-
federate states faced a population of twenty-two million
in the twenty-~-three Union states. The manpower advantage

of the North was encrmous.

The North alsco had other decided advantages. Over 80% of
the factories and most of the coal and iron resources were
located north of the Mason-Dixon line. Twenty-two thousand
miles of railroads traversed the North as compared with
nine thousand in the South. The North's railroad network
included a series of vital trunk lines between East and
West,while the sprawling Southern regions were but circui-

tously and inefficiently bound together.

In view of the advantages enjoyed by the North in the Civil

War, the South made a remarkable showing. This was due, in
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part, to the advantage of fighting a defensive war. The
North was compelled to both invade and occupy the South.
Southern generals also had the advantage of shorter

interior lines of communication for shifting troops from

one front to another.

The South alsc had a decided disadvantage because its
source of supply of war materials was more vulnerable.
There was also the problem of the disruption of daily
life due to the marching of the armies through Southern

territory.

Throughout the war public attention was focused on the
East,where rival armies faced each other from capitals

only 100 miles apart. Here the Confederate armies led

by Joseph E. Johnston, and then by Robert E. Lee, repeatedly
repelled Union invasions aimed at Richmond. General

Irwin McDowell's army was turned back at Bull Run in
Northern Virginia in July 1861, and General George B.
McClellan was beaten off in the series of hard fought
battles that constituted the Peninsular Campaign of May-
June 1862. TLater that summer, Lee defeated another Union

army led by General Pope in the Second Battle of Bull Run
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and followed up this victory, in September with an advance

into Maryland where he was stopped at Antietam by McClellan.

Back in Virginia in late 1862 and the spring and summer of
1863, Lee defeated Ambrose E. Burnside at Fredericksburg
and Joseph E. Hooker at Chancellorsville. Once again Lee
decided to invade the North and was stopped by Meade at

Gettysbhury.

While public attention was focused on the Eastern Theater
of the war, the military doom of the Confederacy was being
accomplished in the West. Here the Mississippi, Tennescsee
and Cumberland rivers afforded natural invasion routes for
the combined operations of Union gunboats and armies, and
here an unknown commander, Ulysses S. Grant, steadily and
inexorably moved deeper into the South. Forts Henry and
Donelson, guarding the Tennessee and Cumberland rivers,
fell to Union forces in February 1862. Moving South,
Grant inflicted a severe blow on the main Confederate

Army in the West at Shiloh in April, and moved on into
Nothern Mississippi. Meanwhile, Union gunboats moving up

Mississippi, took New Orleans and moving down the river
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from the North took Memphis. The last Confederate strong-
hold on the Mississippi, Vicksburg, fell to Grant in July
1863, while General George Gordon Meade was turning back
the Confederate tide at Gettysburg. The Confederacy was
now cut in two, with the Mississippi River being the divid-

ing line.
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Strategic, Economic and Political Implications
of the

Civil War to 1864

The American Civil War was the world's first truly modern
war. The conflict accelerated trends in tactics, industry
and political development that had only just been apparent

before the war.

The first development was in the purley mechanical way in
which men fight and kill one another. While Civil War
muskets and rifles looked cold-fashioned to the modern
observers they are more closely related to the weapons

of the First World War than to those of the Napoleonic
Wars. During the Napoleonic Wars the range of an infantry-
mans musket was respectable but after 150 yards the accuracy
was highly doubtful. For this reason, most advanced
military thinkers subscribed to the theories of Antoine
Jomini, a French officer, who served as a staff officer

in Napoleon's army. Jomini considered the cutting of an
opponent's lines of communications by a highly mobile

army as the most desirable way to wage war. 1In battle,
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Jomini advocated that the best way to achieve victory was
by a direct and concentrated strategic approach with the
ultimate dependence on the massed frontal assault.l This
tactic had worked well on the battlefields of FEurope and
as late as 1859 during the War for Italian Independence,
French troops had assaulted Austrian troops in fortified
positions with success. Jomini's writings were held in
great esteem at West Point during the early years of the
nineteenth century. Generation after generation of
future officers studied the Napoleonic Campaigns and

learned from their Jomini.

When the Civil War began these men were in the highest
ranks of both the Union and Confederate armies, but with

& proportionately higher number in the latter. Only after
the slaughter at Fredericksburg, Gettysburg, and finally

at Cold Harbor, did Jomini's theories give way to those of

another strategist, Dennis Hart Mahan.

Mahan based his strategic tactics on the realities of

modern technology. He preached a tactical system in which

lEdward Hagerman, "From Jomini to Dennis Hart Mahan:
The Evolution of Trench Warfare in America," Civil War
History, September 1967, p. 198.
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he advocated the primacy of active defense. "The chief
object of entrenchments is to enable the assailed to meet
the enemy with success, by first compelling him to approach
under every disadvantage of position, and then when he

has been cut up, to assume the offensive, and drive him

back at the point of a bayonet."2

Mahan still believed it possible to carry out frontal
assault but he thought them wasteful in human lives. A
counter assault on the ranks of a defeated enemy was more
preferable. On the eve of the American Civil War Mahan

could see what was coming when he wrote:

The art of fortification, in it
progress, has kept pace with the measures
of the attack; its successive changes
having been brought about by changes
either in the arms used by the assailant
or by some new mode of assault., The same
cause must continue to produce the same
effects. At no past period has mechanical
invention, in its bearing on the military
art, been more active than at the present
day....The great destruction of life, in
open assaults, by columns exposed within
so long a range, must give additional value
to entrenched fields of battle; and we may
again see fieldworks play the part they
did in the defense of Sebastopol; and posi-
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tions so chosen and fortified that not

only will the assailant be forced to

entrench himself to assail them, but

will £ind the varying phases of his

attack met by corresponding chﬁnges

in the defensive dispositions.
Gradually as the war progressed, the use of trenches
increased until late in 1864 when Grant and Lee were in

almost totally static positions for months at a time.

This new style of warfare employing large numbers of men
facing each other in battlefield trenches for months at a
time required tremendous amounts of supplies., Again, in
supplying and equipping the armies the Civil War was an
example of the first modern war and a precursor in the

First World War.

The longer the war lasted, the greater were the demands
that the armies placed on the civilian sectors to provide
food and munitions needed to continue the conflict.
Northern industry grew dramatically during the war. Union
sea power maintained trade routes to foreign markets, -

while the war stimulated demand for thousands of tons of

3Mahan, A Summary of the Course of Permanent Forti-
fication and the Attack and Defense of Permanent Works ,
(Richmond, 1863), pp. 229-230. The text of this book
suggests that it was written before the war.
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war material. In Philadelphia, New York, Boston and
Chicago new factories were built to meet the demands of
wartime production. There seemed to be no end to govern-—
ment money for war contracts. Fortunes were made and a
whole new generation of millionaires were spawned by the
conflict.?% Paper money, a high protective tariff, the
Homestead Act and the National Bank Act, all created a new

prosperity in the North.

Northern agriculture also grew under wartime stimulation.
American food not only kept the Union armies in the field
well fed but also fed Europe. England was even more
dependent on Northern Wheat than on Southern Cotton.
Northern railroads, canals, coastal shipping, and inland
rivers all provided a tight transportation network to
keep troops and supplies on the move. By way of contrast,
even in the best of times, the Confederacy had trouble
keeping its armies supplied. Railroads deteriorated and

its ports were closed by blockade. Food could be produced

4Andrew Carnegie, John D. Rockefeller, Edward Harriman
and J. Pierpont Morgan were all young men in 1861 who got
their start from war production or prosperity induced by
wartime contracts.
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but could not be transported to where it was needed.
Lee's invasions of Maryland in 1862 and Pennsylvania in
1863 were prompted in part by the shortage of supplies

for the army in the South.

The Civil War was also a modern war because of its ideo-
logical implication. Prior to the eighteenth century, con-
flicts in Western Civilization were usually fought for
limited ends. A few short battles were usually enough to
decide the question of victory or defeat. Wars were
limited and controlled. The American Revolutionary War
and Civil War demonstrated a new type of conflict—a war
fought for total victory or to achieve some irreducible
end. There could be no compromise with the goals of
American Independence in 1776 or with Confederate Inde-
pendence in 1861. The Southern States wanted absolute
independence while the Northern states wanted absolute
union. The stakes were immense and the total populations
of both North and South were involved. $Since the Civil
War was a total war almost any behavior or destruction of
property could be justified. Sherman's march through
Georgia was but a preview to the destruction of civilian

targets in World War TI.
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By early 1864,all of these threads had come together in
America. By 1864,both North and South had fought for more
than three years in a war that could offer no compromise.
The use of weapons of vast destruction was well established
and tactics were changing to meet the need of the new
technology. The economic potential of the North was
beginning to tell as Northern industry poured out a cornu-

copia of goods and services.

Militarily and diplomatically the South was isolated. It
was cut off from normal channels of trade and commerce and
split in two. 8till, it refused to give up. All of the
elements for a Northern victory were present and the South

still refused to admit defeat.

In order to end the war the North needed a grim determi-
nation to see the job through and the right general. Many
men had tried to cut short the career of Robert E. Lee and
the Army of Northern Virginia but all had failed. B&s
Lincoln loocked over his commanders in March of 1864, he
turned to the man from the West who had captured two
southern armies and had proved himself to be unusually

capable. 1In that same month he chose U. §. Grant to tie
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together the loose ends of the war and provide the spark

needed to prod the Union armies on to complete victory.
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Appointment of General Grant to Power

and
Beginning of the Siege of Petersburg

By 1864, after three years of bitter civil war, the con-
flict seemed no nearer a resolution than it had been in
1861. While Lee had been turned back at Gettysburg and
the Confederacy cut in two at Vicksburg, the principal
battleground in Virginia remained stalemated. The Army
of Northern Virginia was wounded but still perfectly
capable of defending itself. Its commander, Robert E.
Lee, enjoyed an almost unblemished reputation among the
officers and men of the Army of the Potomac and the
people of both North and South. In his memoirs, Grant

wrote:

His praise, was sounded through-
out the entire North after every action
he was engaged in: the number of his
forces was always lowered and that of
the National forced exaggerated. He
was a large, austere man, and I judge
difficult of approach to his subordi-
nates. To be extolled by the entire
press of the South after every engage-
ment, and by a portion of the press
North with equal vehemence, was cal-
culated to give him the entire con-
fidence of his troops and to make him
feared by his antagonists. It was not
an uncommon thing for my staff officers
to hear from Eastern officers, "well,
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Grant has never met Bobby Lee yet."
There were good and true officers
who believe now that the Army of
Northern Virginia was superior to
the Army of the Potomac...... 5
Before Lee could be defeated and the rebellion crushed,

the high command of the Union armies needed to be reorganized.

Just as in modern times, during the Civil War, the President
of the United States was Commander-in-Chief of the armed
forces. At the start of the war the army was under the
direct control of the Secretary of War, who served in the
President's cabinet. 'The army was also under the control
of a General-in-Chief who was subject to the orders of both
the Secretary of War and the Presidént. The General-in-
Chief was assisted by a General Staff which consisted of
various bureaus located in the War Department. In 1861
these bureaus were as follows:

1. Adjutant General

2. Inspector General

3. Quartermaster General

4. Surgeon General

5. Judge Advocate

5U. S. Grant, Perscnal Memoirs (Charles L. Webster &
Company, New York, 1886), Vol. II, pp. 291-292,
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6. Chief of Ordnance
7. Commissary General
8. Chief of Engineers

9. Chief of Topographical Engineers
(the above two were merged in 1863)

10. Chief Signal Officer

11. Provost Marshal General6

The problem in the command structure of the Union army in
1861 was that the General-in-Chief was handicapped by the
fact that he had no control over these bureaus and actually
functioned as an advisor to both of the civilian superiors.
In 1861 this office was held by Brevet Lieutenant General
Scott who was too old and disabled to exert an important
influence. Scott was succeeded in the Fall of 1861 by
Major General George B. McClellan,who was succeeded in July
1862 by Major General Henry Halleck. Halleck did not
assume a field command or take responsibility for the
strategic direction of the armies. He acted as a military
advisor to both Lincoln and Edwin Stanton and in turn saw
to it that their wishes were communicated to the Generals

in the field.

6See The Development of the General Staff, (unpublished
document, Petersburg Naticnal Battlefield Park) for more
details.
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This situation proved to be unsatisfactory. Strong men in
command of variocus Union armies exerted themselves accord-
ing to individual opinions with the result that the war
effort lacked the necessary coordination. If Lee were to
be defeated this lack of coordination had to end, and a
new strong man with absolute auvthcority appointed to direct

the war effort.

On February 26, 1864, Congress revived the rank of Lieutenant
General,with the understanding that this rank would be given
to General Grant. This grade had originally been created
for General Washington and had thus far been held by no
other officer in the army. Scott's hichest rank was

Brevet Lieutenant General.

During the debate in Congress prior to the recreation of
the rank of Lieutenant General, it was obvious that Congress
had Grant in mind for the job. The representative from
Grant's home town in Galena, Illinois, said:
I am not here to speak for General
Grant. No man with his consent has ever
mentioned his name in connection with any

position. I say what I know to be true
when I allege that every promotion he has
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received since he first entered the
Service to put down this rebellion was
moved without his knowledge or consent;
and in regard to this very matter of
lieutenant-general, after the bill was
introduced and his name mentioned in
connection therewith, he wrote me and
admonished me that he had been highly
honored already by the Government, and

did not ask or deserve anything more in
the shape of honors or promotion; and

that a success over the enemy was what

he carved about everything else; that he
only desired to hold such an influence over
those under his command and to use them to
the best advantage to secure that end.?

The orders assigning Grant to the rank of Lieutenant
General were issued on March 19, 1864. Grant was made
General~in-Chief of all the Union armies and Lincoln gave

him his personal assurance that he was to be allowed to

exercise the real functicns of the office.8

According to his orders, Grant was assigned command of the
Armies of the United States with the Headquarters of the

Army located in Washington and also with Grant in the field.

7william R. Church, Ulysses S. Grant (Garden City
Publishing Co., New York, 1926) pp. 221-222.

8an interesting problem faced by Lincoln and Stanton
was what to do with Halleck,who already occupied the office
of General-in-Chief. Halleck, being a good soldier, pro-
vided the solution himself when he resigned his position
to make way for Grant. Halleck was appointed Chief of
Staff of the army and continued on with his duties in
Washington., He kept his office but chanced his title.
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General Orders War Department
No. 98 Adjutant General's Office
Washington March 12, 1864

The President of the United States orders as follows:

1. Major General H. W. Halleck is, at his own request,
relieved from duty as General-in-Chief of the Army,
and Lieutenant General U. 8. Grant is assigned command
of the Armies of the United States. The Headguarters
of the Army will be in Washington, and alsc with
Lieutenant General Grant in the field.

11. Major General H. W. Halleck is assigned to duty in
Washington, as Chief of Staff of the Army, under the
direction of the Secretary of War and the Lieutenant
General commanding. His orders will be obeyed and
respected accordingly.

By order of the Secretary of War.

E. D. Townsend 9
Assistant Adjutant General

9General Orders 1864, Vol. 1, Washington, 1865.
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Although the orders state that the headquarters will be

both in Washington and with General Grant in the field,

the implication is that the civilian control of the army
will be exercised from Washington, as had always been

true, and that actual military control was to be exercised
by General Grant in the field. Since control had previously
been exercised by Halleck from Washington, there would be no
point in reviving the grade of Lieutenant General unless a
drastic change was needed. In fact, Grant was now given
complete military control of the Armies of the United States
and this control remained with him whether he was in the
field or in Washington. After the surrender of Lee at
Appomattox Courthouse, Grant returned to Washington and on

April 13 issued General Order No. 64 establishing Washington

as his headquarters.lo
10
General Orders War Department
No. 64 Adjutant General's Office
Washington, D. C., April
13, 1865

The Headquarters of the Armies of the United States are
established at Washington, D. C.

By command of Lieutenant General Grant.

W. A. Nichols
Assistant Adjutant General

General Orders 1865, Washington 1865,
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In General Grant's Memoirs, he clearly stated what his
position was and what was expected of him. He was Commander
in Chief of the Union Armies in the field and was charged
with the chief responsibility for ending the War. Grant
first believed that he could remain in the West as com-
manding general but a quick trip to the eastern theater

of the war convinced him otherwise.ll

General Lee and
the main Confederate resistance was in Virginia and Grant

determined to make his headquarters there.

Grant had known General George Gordon Meade, commanding
General of the Army of the Potomac, slightly during the
Mexican War. Grant was a stranger to the other officers

and men of the Army of the Potomac and this made important the
necessity for a relationship with Meade of complete trust.
Meade offered to resign his command, or to allow himself to

to be replaced to please Grant. Grant was impressed with
Meade's sincerity and assured him of his faith and confi-
dence. Writing in his memoirs years later, Grant said of

Meade's offerx:

llGrant, Memoirs, vol. 11, p. 116.
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L

This incident gave me even a more
favorable opinion of Meade than did his
great victory at Gettysburg the July
before. It is men who wait to be
selected, and not those who seek, from
whom we may always Expect the most
efficient service.l

While Meade's relationship with Grant proved to be a cordial

one and the two men worked well together, there were awkward

times for

both men. Commenting on this relationship with

Meade, Grant said:

Meade's position afterwards proved
embarrassing to me if not to him. He was
commanding an army and, for nearly a vear
previous to my taking command of all the
armies, was in supreme command of the
Army of the Potomac—except from the
authorities at Washington. All other
general officers occcupying similar
positions were independent in their com-
mands. I tried to make General Mead's
position as nearly as possible what it
would have been if I had been in Washing-
ton or any other place away from his
command. I therefore gave all orders for
the movements of the Army of the Potomac
to Meade to have them executed. To avoid
the necessity of having to give orders
direct, I established my headquarters near
his, unless there were reasons for locating
them elsewhere. This sometimes happened,
and I had on occasions to give orders
direct to troops affected......l3

121pia.,

131pia.

p. 117,

, Pp. 117-118.
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Meade confirms this relationship with Grant in a letter

written on May 19, 1864, in which he states:

4
Coppeein his Army Magazine says, "The
Army of the Potomac, directed by Grant,
commanded by Meade, and led by Hancock,
Sedgwick and Warren," which is quite a
good distinction,_and about hits the
nail on the head.

Meade was still in command of the Army of the Pctomac, but

Grant was the man who gave him his orders.

Grant lost no time in formulating his plans for the spring
offensive. In a confidential letter to Sherman on April 1,

1864, he outlined his plan and showed his authority.

WASHINGTON, D. C., April 4, 1864.

It is my design, if the eneny keep
quite and allow me to take the initiative
in the spring campaign, to work all parts
of the army together, and somewhat towards
a common center ... I have sent orders to
Banks.... to finish up his present
expedition against Shreveport with all
dispatch: to turn over the defense of Red
River to Genl. Steele and the navy...; to
abandon all of Texas, except the Rio
Grande, and to hold that with not to exceed
four thousand men; to reduce the number
necessary to hold it, and to collect from
from his command not less than 25,000 men.

14;ife and Letters of George Gordon Meade (Charles
Scribner's Sons, New vYork, 1913), vol. 1I, pp. 197-198.
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To this I will add 5,000 men from
Missouri. With this force he is to
commence operations against Mobile as
soon as he can...

Gillmore joins Butler with
10,000 men (from South Carolina), and
the two operate against Richmond from
the south side of the James River.
This will give Butler 33,000 men....I
will stay with the Army of the Potomac,
increased by Burnside's corps (Ninth)
of not less than 25,000 effective men,
and operate directly against Lee's army,
wherever it may be found. Sigel collects
all his available force in two columns,
one under Ord and Averell, to start
from Beverly (West), Virginia; and the
other under Crook, to start from Charles-
ton on the Kanawha, to move against the
Virginia and Tennessee Railroad... You
I propose to move against Johnston's
army, to break it up and to get into the
interior of the enemy's country as far as
you can, inflicting all the damage %ou
can against their war resources. ..l

Grant was also able to choose his own staff and he drew upon
the best men in the army. Many of these men had served
with him in the West or were friends of Grant from civilian

life. They proved to be a capable group. Included in his

staff were the following:

15Matthew Forney Steele, American Campaigns, (Combat
Forces Press, Washington, D. C., 1951) V. 1, pp. 229-230C.
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GRANT'S STAFF

Brig. Gen. John R. Rawlins - Chief of Staff
Lt. Col. C. B. Comstock, ADC Engr.

Lt. Col. Orville E. Babcock, ADC

ILt. Col. Horace Porter, ADC Engr.

Lt. Col. F. T. Dent, ADC

Lt. Col. Adam Badeauy Military Secretary

Lt. Col. William R. Rowley, Military Secretary

Lt. Col. Ely S. Parker, Military Secretary {(Replaced Rowley
30 August 1864)

Lt. Col. T. S. Bowers, Asst.Adjutant General
It. Col. W. L. Duff, Asst. Inspector General
Capt. H. W. Janes Asst. Quartermaster

Capt. Peter T. Hudson ADC

Lt. William M. Dunn, Jr. ADC to Chief of Staff
Brig. Gen Rufus Ingalls, Chief Quartermaster
Lt. Col. M. R. Morgan, Chief Commissary
Brig.Gen M. R. Patrick Provost Marshal General
Prig.Gen Ceorge H. Sharpe, Asst. Provost Marshal General
Capt. Amos Webster, Asst, Quartermaster

Maj. Gen John G. Barnard, Chief Engineer

Asst. Surgeon E.D.W. Breneman (For Headquarters Personnel)
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Headquarters Orderlies, Guards, Messengers-

Cos B,F,K, 5th US Cavalry - Capt. Julius W. Mason

4th US Infantry - Capt Avery B. Cain16

Grant was now the controller of the grand strategy of the
war. Grant knew how to end the war. His strategy was .
simply to apply relentless pressure on the Confederate
Armies and to keep pounding away at the Confederacy until
its collapse and the people of the South had had enough of
war. Included in his plans was the intention of occupying
enemy territory and capturing key positions such as
Richmond and Atlanta. Coordination of these efforts would
prove to be the key to Grant's success or failure. The
coordination of military effort plus the application of
superior northern economic and manpower resources would

bring eventual victory to the North.

16Henry Coppeé in his book Grant and His Campaigns
gives a good background description for every man on Grant's
staff during this time.
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The Movement to City Point

On March 24, 1864, General Grant established his headquarters
at Culpeper Court House with the Army of the Potomac. Meade
retained command of the Army of the Potomac, and all orders
to it were transmitted through him. Grant's main objective
was Lee's army, which was fortified in its intrenchments
behind the Rapidan. In this position the army was unas-
sailable from frontal assault. In order to defeat Lee,
Grant had to turn his flanks and force Lee out into the
open. Grant made his move on May 4, 1864, at which time

the Federal Army numbered 121,000 men; General Lee commanded

62,000 men.

Grant's secondary objective was to destroy all communica-
tions between Richmond and the deep South. In maneuvering
to attack the railroad lines upon which Lee and Richmond
depended, Grant hoped to force Lee to leave his fortified
positions and fight on terms more acceptable to the Army

of the Potomac-out in the open.

Lee had to defend four specific railroads. These were
first, the Virginia Central Railroad, which connected Richmond

with Shenandocah Valley, the great food supplier to Richmond
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and Lee's Army. Second, the Virginia and Tennessee Rail-
road, which extended fr